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of either $$0 »vi dance or the suppressed fact of the assassination for which 
Mart 1 a responsible, and of those doing genuine, original work In the work, thick 
la your claim, here he ia close to "alone". 

He Is also "alone" among those of us doing the work in haying hed the 
considerable manpower end financiel support of other concerned citizens. 

He ia "alone" in haying spent time at the Archives and dredged nothing 
of reel value from that literary quicksand except the misinterpretation of 
that file so basie to the Garrison inva sti gs tion . Tour book declares wrong whet 
Garrison no* proclaims right. With modsst^-slmost the etyial of yours, Mari 
announced in Surope ha w^s going to give all ha had about tbs Hew Orleans 
part of the case-ectually leas than nothing, fbr it was in error where he had 
anything '■jto Garrison. Aside from his cavalier dismissal of the essential ?ile 
1553, what was Hark going to gire Garrison, his "evidence" that Clay Bertrand 
was an, "attorney* ? (p.390). 

/ 

.While he ia not alone in hsying taken the work of others, without per- 
mission or credit, ha was the first. Cne can understand your reluctance in 
noting this among his solitary achievements. 

With his hi Btory of having so totally avoided the New Orleans end of the 
assassination story, except for a brush with error, he is also "alone" in being 
the one working in the field to take credit for it when it wasn’t his, and then to 
have gone to ^ew Orleans and laid the basis for the acquittal of the defendant. 

I find it interesting that you allage that "the U.S. government sad the 
communi cations industry attempted to suppress his investigation (your word) 
of the Kennedy assassination..." Mark spent so little time in government files 
that total success at "suppression" would have cost him little (here, to~, he is 
"alone", for almost everyone who spent any time there at all discovered something 
of value). There is no reason to believe that he suffered any governmental suppression, 
unlike others, who really did the work you attribute to him. 

If the communications industry attempted to "suppress" him, what of the others 
of u s'- Thanks to you, he got more time than everyone else together. Suppression, 
m r. Cohen? Raal indictments can honestly be leveled against all the madia, but not 
by you sn$ not on behalf of Hark. In his relations with them, he distihguishe d him- 
self as he alone could bring himself to do. Remember those thousands of footnotes, 
the number of which you together so skilfully elevated by repetition, like the fir^ 
one tem times < Remember how competently you advertised them-' Well, in all those 
thousands of Sbotnotes, the one citing the one paper that gave him voice is missing. 
u ould this be because it is a "leftist" paper- 
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Thanks to you, Mark is now a wealthy man. He should be. And he should an&oy 
his wealth. u e has earned it. However, and this is coneistent with his footnote 
omission, he is reluctant to pay- the pries one would expect of the msa you so 
boldly and expensively advertise, Tou and I, Mr. Cohen, have risked more than weelth 
(I cannot, for I do not have it), to gssMnely oppose the government. If nowhere 
else, w® are together in the Writers and Sditors protest, A@ 2 in "alone", ^rk is mis- 
sing. If it is on principle, how cen you justify your adj If it is not, how dare 
you publish it? ' 

Aside from his wrhtched ethics, his totality of unscrupulousnesa, there is one 
way in which Mark is absolutely alone: he is the one with a major book who was not 
alone in it.* reeearching, writing, editing or publishing. With whet 1 have oboerved 
of your eompeay on this subject-and we have had enough previous conrespondenca to 
justify the belief that there we understand each other- this is enough to warrant 

the wording of the add. Contemptuously yours, Harold Weiaberg 



